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August 2016

EPA is providing comments on the above referenced document to MassDEP for DEP’s
consideration in its response to AVX on the Phase III for the Former Aerovox Facility.
EPA’s comments and concerns are founded on the necessity of a comprehensive final
remedy at the former Aerovox facility that will ensure complete source control and
management of migration for the Aerovox Site, effectively controlling or eliminating any
further source of PCBs, VOCs or other contaminants from this facility over the long term
to New Bedford Harbor sediments and waters.

As we have discussed, the timely selection, implementation and construction of the
Aerovox facility remedy under the State’s 21E cleanup is critical to the New Bedford
Harbor Superfund cleanup. EPA’s remediation requires the cleanup of the heavily
contaminated Upper Harbor subtidal sediments immediately adjacent to the former
Aecrovox facility as a necessary predecessor to completing dredging of lower
contaminated subtidal Upper Harbor areas and intertidal, saltmarsh and shoreline Upper
Harbor cleanup, due to the significant risk of recontamination of those areas by the
movement of highly contaminated sediments. However, EPA’s remediation of these
Aerovox near-shore sediments cannot proceed until the source areas, including DNAPL
and highly contaminated soils along the eastern property boundary, and contaminated
groundwater discharging to the river are effectively controlled. The new Remedial
Action Contract (RAC) for the New Bedford Harbor Superfund Site is now in place as
EPA is prepared to complete construction of the Superfund remedy. Delays to the
Superfund remedy have significant implications to human health and the environment.

EPA looks forward to continuing to work with MassDEP on its evaluation of the Phase
III and towards the selection of an acceptable comprehensive remedy as quickly as
possible. EPA is committed to work with MassDEP, AVX and the City on this mutually
important goal and to work with all parties on the coordination of both the 21E and






. Monitoring Plan: A monitoring plan to address potential releases to the harbor during
remedy construction, along with a long-term monitoring plan to address remedy
effectiveness in perpetuity will be critical elements of the Phase [V. Key elements of
these monitoring plans should be laid out in any approval of a Phase III remedial
action plan.

. TSCA Determination: The Phase III references the TSCA Determination that was

issued for the NTCRA as the TSCA Determination for the Site, including referencing
" " as the TSCA Determination for the PCB contamination extending onto the
Titleist property. Consistent with ..>A’s 8/29/16 email to Marilyn Wade, of Brown
and Caldwell, this Determination was written specifically for the NTCRA and does
not provide for approval of work conducted under the 21E program. For the 21E
work to be compliant with TSCA, a separate review and approval process with EPA’s
TSCA program must be established in conjunction with the 21E process. For your
information, EPA’s TSCA program is communicating directly with AVX on this
matter and will keep MassDEP apprised.

. Detailed Evaluation of Alternatives: Discussions of the effectiveness of the proposed
remedial alternatives for overburden groundwater were not comprehensive. In
general, the ratings are subjective and did not appear to fully consider the possible
effects of each alternative on the harbor cleanup efforts. In fact, it is not clear that the
selected remedial alternative for overburden groundwater (OU3B-4) will be effective
with respect to preventing contaminant migration to the river. Hydraulic containment
has been used for a wide variety of sites and contaminants and does not have the level
of uncertainty for effectiveness that a PRB would have. It would seem Alternative
OU3B-2 and B-3 would be much more likely of achieving a permanent solution due
to the presence of both an impermeable barrier and a hydraulic containment system.

. Impacted Shallow Uncapped Soils, OU1: EPA has recent PCB sediment and soil
PCB data for soils within the intertidal area and the shoreline of the Titleist property.
Our sampling data extends to the east and south of the PCB contamination defined as
OU1. EPA is in the process of preparing a transmittal letter to the property owner to
share this information with them. As soon as we have communicated the data to the
property owner and have their permission to share the data with MassDEP, AVX and
the City, we will provide the data to all parties. This data clearly shows that AVX has
not adequately delineated the extent of the impacted shallow soils on the Titleist
property and that the shallow soils contamination extends beyond the fenced area
where AVX limited its sample collection activities. Also note that AVX’s sampling
program provided for the collection of 2 foot soil intervals such that shallow soil
samples were composited soils over the 0-2 ft depth interval. Higher concentrations
in the 0-1 ft interval may not be identified when evaluated in a 0-2 ft composited soil
interval. EPA’s samples are based on 1 foot intervals (e.g., 0-1 ft, 1-2 ft).

. DNAPL: The occurrence of DNAPL in the Site overburden and its potential impact
on remedial approaches receives very limited discussion; it is not even includec
description of OU3. Although “NAPL” is identified as a media in Section 4.1.4 for

tl initial screening of remedial alternatives, DNAPL remedial considerations are not























